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Individual Permits:  New or increased discharge to High Quality Water (HQW [Tier 2]), Outstanding State  
Resource Water (OSRW), or Exceptional Use Water (EUW), or tributary  [1] 

Waterbody is OSRW or EUW,   
or a tributary to such water.  [2] 

Does discharge result in more than de 
minimis  lowering of water quality — 

RPE background concentration?  
[7] 

De minimis more stringent for low flow and 
ephemeral waters than for high flow [8] 

Waterbody is HQW for pollutant, or  
a tributary to such water.  [4] 

NO 
NO 

Analysis of treat-
ment alternatives: 

select best available 
technology. 

 
Permitting  
Proceeds: 

 
Go to Page 2, Box 

32  [13]   

YES 

Start public notice, comment, and  
hearing; intergovernmental  

coordination. [11] 

Does one of the  
exceptions in 327 IAC 5-2-11.7(b) or  

11.7(c)(1) apply? [9] 

YES 

“Necessary” Analysis:  Rigorously analyze 
alternatives to degradation / alternative pol-

lution control and prevention methods.  

Start public notice, comment, and  
hearing; intergovernmental  

coordination. [12] 

“Importance” Analysis:  Identify social or 
economic benefits and costs using federal 

guidance documents.  

PERMIT  REQUEST 
DENIED [18] 

Does one of the exceptions in 327 IAC 
5-2-11.3(b)(1)(C) apply, or is increased 

discharge necessary and temporary? 
[10] 

NO 

YES 

NO 

YES 

YES YES 

NO 

Public input into develop-
ment of antideg thresholds. 

[3] 

Has applicant shown unusual case: degra-
dation necessary to accommodate important 

social or economic activity? [15] 

“Necessary” Analysis:  Rigorously analyze 
alternatives to degradation / alternative pol-

lution control and prevention methods.  

“Importance” Analysis:  Identify social or 
economic benefits and costs using federal 

guidance documents.  

Has applicant shown unusual case: degra-
dation necessary to accommodate important 

social or economic activity? [14] 

PERMIT  REQUEST 
DENIED [16] 

NO Permitting  
Proceeds: 

Go to Page 
2, Box 19  

[17] 

Part 1 Demo Part 1 Demo 

Tier I Analysis: Preserve current uses.  
[5] 

Tier I Analysis: Preserve current uses.  
[6] 

Does discharge result in more than de 
minimis  lowering of water quality —  
High Flow Water (e.g., > 25:1): e.g., RPE 
WQBEL w/o dilution, RPE “benchmarks” 
for P, N; 
Low Flow Water (e.g., < 25:1): RPE back-
ground, or automatic antideg evaluation. 
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Acceptable Part 1 Demonstration for OSRW, EUW, or HQW, or tributary.   
Applicant has shown that degradation is necessary to accommodate important  

social or economic development. [19] 

Waterbody is OSRW or EUW,  
or a tributary to such water. [20] 

Waterbody is HQW for pollutant, 
or a tributary to such water. [21] 

Applicant accepts limit equal to  
background water quality? [22] 

YES 

Is increased discharge necessary and will 
activity necessitating discharge serve to 
enhance value or quality of water? Or, 
does applicant implement water quality 

improvement project resulting in an over-
all improvement in water quality?  Or, 

does applicant pay fee for deposit in 
OSRW improvement fund to be applied 
according to regulations, resulting in an 
overall improvement in water quality?  

[29] 

NO 

NO 

PERMIT  REQUEST 
DENIED [31] 

YES 

Applicant accepts limit using 
best available treatment technol-
ogy and maintaining cumulative 
available assimilative capacity 
for pollutant at or above 90%? 

[26] 

YES 

Permitting proceeds to preliminary  
determination.  Public notice, comment, 

and hearing. [32] 

Analysis of treatment alterna-
tives: select best available treat-

ment technology. [24] 

Applicant accepts default antideg 
limit? [23] 

NO 

Analysis of treatment alterna-
tives: select best available 
treatment technology. [25] 

NO 

YES 

Public notice,  com-
ment, and hearing. 

[28] 

Cumulative Effects Analysis:   
Ensure WQBEL for new or  increased discharge will keep background 

concentration well below chronic criterion concentration?  
[30] 

PERMIT  REQUEST 
DENIED [33] 

NO 

YES 

NO 

YES 

Applicant accepts limit using 
best available treatment  

technology and maintaining 
cumulative available assimilative 
capacity for pollutant at or above 

80%? [27] 

NO 


